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The language of the translations, which is now the accepted form of literary Tibetan, appears to have been an archaic and classical dialect even in the early days of Tibetan Buddhism, for it is not the same as the language of the secular documents dating from the eighth century, which have been found in Turkestan, and it remains unchanged in the earliest and later translations. It may possibly have been the sacred language of the Bonpo1 priests.
As narrated in the historical section Buddhism suffered a severe reverse with the death of Ralpachan and it was nearly a century before a revival began. This revival was distinctly tantric and the most celebrated name connected with it is Atisa. According to Csoma de Koros's chronology the Kalacakra system was introduced in 1025 and the eminent translator bLo-ldan-shes-rab2, a follower of Atisa, was born in 1057. It is thus easy to understand how during the eleventh century a great number of tantric works were translated and the published catalogues of the Kanjur and Tanjur confirm the fact, although the authors of the translations are not mentioned so often as in the other divisions. To Atisa is ascribed the revision of many works in the Tantra section of the Kanjur and twenty others composed by him are found in the Tanjur3. It is said that the definitive arrangement of the two collections as we know them was made by Bu-ston early in the thirteenth century4. The Kanjur (but not the Tanjur) was translated into Mongol by order of Khutuktu Khagan (1604^1634) the last prince of the Chakhar Mongols but a printed edition was first published by the Emperor K'ang-Hsi. Though it is said that the Tanjur was translated and printed by order of Ch'ien-Lung, the statement is doubtful. If such a translation was made it was probably partial and in manuscript5.
1  See Francke in J.R.A.S. 1914, pp. 56-7.
2  See Pander, Pan&ewi, No. 30.
*  Waddell, BuddM&m,, p. 36, gives a list of them.
*  It appears to me that there is some confusion between Brom-ston, a disciple of Atisa, who must have flourished about 1060 and Bu-ston, who was born in 1288. Griinwedel says that the latter is credited with the compilations of the Kanjur and Tanjur, but Rockhill (Life of ihe BuddTia, p. 227) describes Bu-ston as a disciple of Atisa.
5 See Huth, Geschichte des BvM. in der Mongolei, 291, and Laufer, "Skizze der Mongolischen lateratur" (in KM, Szemle, 1907), p. 219. Also Pelliot in J.A. 1914, n. pp. 112-3.